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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This Office Action is responsive to RCE and Amendment received on 9/1 2/2007. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant’s arguments filed 9/12/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In response to rejection of claims 1 , 61-78 under 35 USC § 1 12, 1®* paragraph 
(section 2, page 2 of Final Rejection dated 8/10/2006), Applicant cited figure 4 (steps 
104 and 106), and Paragraph [0025] of Specification in support of claims 1 and 67-78. 
However, Examiner is unable to find a clear support for the claimed subject matter of “to 
adjust the meaning of feedback sent in an uplink direction accordingly to correspond to 
a resulting to a resulting plurality of data streams less than the plurality of data streams 
prior to a resulting non-MIMO transmission”. The cited reference does not support to 
adjust the meaning of feedback. The cited reference discloses measuring the radio 
indicators (e.g., pilot signal power) in the new frequency band so that it could be 
decided whether or not a handoff can be made to new frequency band. 

In response to rejection under 35 USC § 112, 2"*^ (claims 1, 61-78), Applicant 
refers to amendments (claims 1 , 61-78) to over come this rejection. Examiner is not 
clear how the amended/added subject matter “plurality of data streams” has eliminated 
lack of antecedent basis. 

Examiner maintains the following rejection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 



2. Claims 1 , 61-78 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The ciaim(s) contains subject matter 
that was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonabiy convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was fiied, had 
possession of the claimed invention. Claimsi and 74-78 (e.g., claim 74, iines 11-13, 
claim 75, 12-14, etc.) contain subject matter “ to adjust the meaning of feedback sent in 
an uplink direction accordingly to correspond to a resulting less than the plurality of data 
streams prior to a resuiting non-MiMO transmission” which is not ciearly and explicitly 
defined in the Specification. 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1, 61-78 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
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applicant regards as the invention, “ the meaning of feedback lacks antecedent 
basis. Examiner is unclear as to what “the meaning” pertains to. 

Appropriate action is requested. 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Holma et al. (US 6,741,587; Ozukturk et al. (US 6,049,535); Indra Laksono (US 
2002/0178277. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Afsar M. Qureshi whose telephone number is (571) 272 
3178. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner’s 
supervisor. Field Lynn can be reached on (571) 272 2092. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
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Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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